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Executive Summary
Since the 1800s, salmon and steelhead habitat in California has declined 95 percent, from 6,000
miles of rivers and streams to 300 miles; and with this decline in habitat, there has been a
decrease in salmon and steelhead fish populations. Recognizing the importance of saving and
restoring the populations of salmon and steelhead, many government and private organizations
have responded, working to reopen streams and rivers to these anadromous fish.

Initiated by CALFED in 1999, the Integrated Storage Investigations Program was launched to
study increased water storage capacity in both surface reservoirs and underground aquifers,
intending to meet the needs of California's growing population and to provide flexibility to
improve water quality and restore ecosystems.  One element of this integrated suite of
investigations is the Fish Passage Improvement Program.

Now a part of the CALFED Ecosystem Restoration Program, the Fish Passage Improvement
Program is a partnership-building effort to improve and enhance fish passage in Central Valley
and Bay Area rivers and streams, working with local, state, and federal agencies and stakeholders
to plan and implement projects to remove barriers that impede migration and spawning of
anadromous fish.

This inaugural issue of Bulletin 250, for the first time, presents aggregated information on fish
passage impediments and activities to address the decline in riverine habitat within the Fish
Passage Improvement Program geographic scope (Figure 1).

Chapter 1 describes the problem, outlining the historical and current distribution of salmon and
steelhead listed as threatened or endangered and their critical habitat in the Central Valley and
Bay Area. It also shows the distribution of evolutionarily significant units of salmon and steelhead
in the Central Valley and Bay Area, the distribution of critical habitat for endangered or
threatened Chinook salmon and steelhead, and the distribution of essential fish habitat for four
Chinook salmon runs. 

Chapter 2 gives a historical perspective of fish passage improvement in California, describing the
Fish Passage Improvement Program and its efforts to solve the problem outlined in Chapter 1.

Chapter 3 describes stream fish populations and habitat in Central Valley and Bay Area streams
and rivers where the Fish Passage Improvement Program supports projects.

Chapter 4 describes projects supported by the Fish Passage Improvement Program on streams
listed in Chapter 3.

Figure 1. Fish Passage
Improvement Program
Geographic Scope
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